.
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s. King, Mangum, Mason, Morton, Norris,
Pearce. Pratt, Husk, Sebastian, Soulé, Sturgeon,
| 'nderwood, and Yulee—33
Bradtury, Dickinson, Dodge of lowa, Douglas

] Nor md Stargeon, from the
the negntive

froe Stale voling ir
Mr. Atchi=on ved to smend the bill by stri-

tious—relating to Cali-

Mr. Foote advocated the motion
Mr. Phelps n d that the bill be indefinitely
st poned
; \;‘, Bradbury said that he believed the bill
was now in the shape in which it could he passed, |
and he hoped the Senste would not adjourn till
t did pass 1t
Mr. Phelps advocated Lis motion, and was re-
od to by Mr. Atchison
" Messrs. Foote pnd Hale continued the debate
I'be question was then taken on the motion of
Phelps, by yeas aud nays, and resulted s

Mo

Butler, Chase, Clarke, Clemens, Davis of Mas-
sachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Dodge
of Wisconsin, Ewing, Greene, Hale, Hamlin,
Hunter, Mason, Miiler, Phelps, Seward, SBmith, |
Soulé, Spruance, Turney, Upham, Wales, Win- I
throp, and ¥ulee—128,
Navs—Messra. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Ber- |
rien, Bradbury, Bright, Cass, Clay, Cooper,

Yeas—Messrs Baldwin, Barnwell, l-lenton.]\

Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of lowa, Douglas, | b

Downs, Felch, Foote, Houston, Jones, King,
Mangum, Morton, Norris, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk,

| amendment, by strikiog out “ 379" and imsert-

| e follows :

| Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Turney, Under-
wood, and Yulee—26. :

throp—27
| posing the line of 370,

369,
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The question being taken, it was decided in the
pegative—yeas 22, nays 33,

After some remarks between Messrs. Atchison,
Davis of MWP&:“ Foote-—

Mr. Davis of M ippi moved to amend the

ing 36° 30,

Mr. Foote supported the amendment, and

Mr. Hale opposed it.

Mr. Douglas scoepted the smendment as a mod-
ifioution of his own.

The question on the amendment being taken
by yeas and nays, it was decided in the negative,

Yras—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell,
Bell, Berrien, Butler, Clemens, Davis of Missis-

sippi, Dawson, Dickinson, Douglas, Do Foot
Houston, Hunter, King, Mason, Mm'o:?l’m;f

Navs—Messra. Baldwin, Bradbory, Bright,
Chase, Clarke, C , Davis of Massachusetts-
Dayton, Dodge of W isconsin, Dodge of lowa, Ew,
ing, Feloh, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Jones, Miller,
Norris, Seward, Shields, Smith, Sprusnce, Up-
ham, Wales, Walker, Whiteomb, and Win-

Mr. Douglas then renewed his smendmeunt pro-

Mr. Masbn moved to strike ont 179, and insert
Lost.
The amendment of Mr. Dooglas was then
pted,

thought it a wrong principle to compel Senators
and Representatives to vote for _
believed inexpedient or wrong, for the sake of
saving others which they belisvedto be right and

they

important. He thought it wrong to sacrifice
70,000 square miles of New Mexican Territory.
For these and other reasons, he resisted the ap-
pointment of & Compromise Committee, he re-
sisted the bill reported by it, and all that he pre-
dicted of the delay and embarrassment consequent
upon the attempt to push such a measure, has
come to pass. The bill is defeated—for the sim-
ple reason, that & majority could not be found to
vote for it—and the Senate to-day is just where
it was four months ago.

The People, we think, will pronounce the con-
duct of Mr. Benton, * not Fuction, but Statesman-
ship,” and permit H.G. “to bea blockhead all
his days,” if he so please.

COMPROMISE - THE COURSE OF MR. CLAY.

The policy of Compromise is not necessarily
wrong or hurtful. Iodividusals st times advan-
tageously settle their disputes, without resort to
litigation, by mutusl concessions. States are
copstantly adjusting their difficulties in the

The design of moving the line 369 30, waa to

Shields, Sturgeon, Underwood, Walker, and | give some kind of countenance to the line of di-

Whitcomb—230

o - b o - » - . —* - -a ks BN L

S e Saaats refussd s postpona the BN

aennunely

The question recurring on the motion (
Atchison to strike from the bill the four first sec-
tion, relating to California, it was decided in the
negative, as follows |

Yess—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell
Benton, Berrien, Butler, Clarke, Clemens, Da-
vis of Mississippli, Dawson, Dodee of lowa,
Downs, Foote. Houston, lanter, Jones, King,
Mangum, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Phelps, Pratt,
Rusk, Sehastian, Smith, Soulé, Turney, snd Yu-
lee—20.

Navs — Meassrs. Baldwin, Bell, Bradbury,
Bright, Case, Chase, Clay, Cooper, Davis of Mas-
sachusetts, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge, of Wis-
consin, Ewing, Felch, Greene, Hale, Hamlin,
Miller, Norris, Seward, Shields, Spruance, Stur-
geon, Underwood, Upham, Wales, Walker, Win-
throp, and Whitcomb—2%

Mr. Douglas moved to amend the 5th section
of the bill by making the southern boundary of
Utah the 38th parallel of latitude

Mr. Sebastian moved to amend this, by insert.

o My | prised that Mr. Dowgls jexpted the amend-

vislop pronsesd he the Weskeitla MHovroes
’I

= Praniasana v

ment, or voted for it That Daniel 8. Dickin-
son should de g0, was to be expected. Messrs.
Coss and Sturgeon sat in their seats when their
pames were called, and nuswered not a word.

The question being stated to be on ordering
the bill to be engrossed for a third reading—

Mr. Ewing moved that the Senate udjourn.
Lost.

Mr. Sonlé moved to amend the bill by adding
thereto, that the said Territorial Legislature
shall hinve no power to interfere with the estab-
lishment or abolition of slavery in the suid Ter-
ritory.

Mr. Hunter moved that the Senate adjourn.
Lost—yeas 22, nays 25

Mr. Rusk moved that the bill be laid on the
table ; and the motion was rejected—yeas 20,
nays 20

Mr Sou'é then withdrew his amendment.

The question being again stated to be oo or-
dering the bill to be engrossed for a third reading,

ing 360 30 instead of 359 ; and the smendment to
the smendment was rejected—yeas 23, nays 27
Mr. Douglas modified his amendment so ns to
make the boundary the 37th parallel, but with
drew it to allow Mr. \Vinlhrop o move & reécon-

it wns taken by yeas and nays, and resulted as
follows

Yras—Messes.  Atchison, Badger, Benton,
Berrien, Bradbury, Bright, Butler, Cass, Davis

sideration of the vote on Mr. Atchison's proposi- [ 0f Mississippl, Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of
* ¥

e

Mr. Winthrop withdrew his motion to allow
Mr. Berrien of Georgia to move to strike out the
second section of the bill, which is as fr!!cers

“That until the Representutives in Congress
shall be apportioned, nocording to an actual enu-
mersation of the inhabitanta of the United States,
the State of California shall be entitled to two
Representatives in Congress.”

And the question being tuken thereon, the mo-
tiom to strike cut was rejeoted by the following
vote:

Yeas—Messra. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell
Berrien, Butler, Clemens. Davis of Mississippi,
Pawson, Downs, Foote, Hunter, King, Mnson,
Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Sonlé,
Turoey, and Yulee—21.

Navs—Measrs. Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Brad- |
bury, Bright, Cass, Chase, Clarke, Clay, Cooper, |

Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dickinson
Dodge of Wisconsin, Daodge of lown, Douglue,
Ewing, Felch, Greene, Hale, [Tamlin, Houston,
Jones, Miller, Norria, Phelps, Seward, Shields,
Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham,
Wales, Walker, Winthrop, and Whiteomb—137,

Mr. Winthrop said that he was opposed to all
combination of distinet and incongrucus meas-
ures ; he was in favor of a fuir, open, und distinct
vote on each and every measurs. [le desired to
have such a vote now, and therefore made the
motion to reconsider the vote by which Mr. At-
chison’s motion was rejected,

First taken on the motion to strike out nll re- |

lating to New Mexico and Texas, and decided in
the affirmative, as follows

Yeas—Messrs. Baldwing Barnwoll, Benton,
Berrien, Batler, Chase, Clarke, Davis of Masaa-
chusetts, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Dodge
of Wiase . Douglus, Ewing, Greene, Hale,
Ha . Hunter, Muson, Miller, Morton, Pearce,
Ph:*ﬂtwnnl_ Shields, Smith, Sould, Turney,
Underwood, Upham, Wales, Walker, Winthrop,
sod Yalee—i3

Navs—Mesars. Alohison Badger, Bright, Cass,
Clay, Clemens, Dawson, Dickinson, Dodge of
lowa, Downg, Foote, Houston, Jones, King, Man-
gum, Norris, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Sprunnce,
Sturgeon, and W hitcomb—2.

Messvs. Bright, Cass, Diokinson,
lows, Jones, Norris, Spruance, Sturgeon, and

Whitoomb, voting in the negative, appeared to

Dodge of

have no rfpuxw\n*lu Dawson's smendment and |

Texns nggression

Mr. Douglas offcred a substitute for the pro-
viso. It was to the effect that the Territorial
Government provided for by this not for New
Mexico shall not go into nperation either on the
east or west gide of the Rio Grande before the
firat of Jone next; provided that the commission-
ers shall submit their report to Congress hy the
first of February next, und in the mean time,
the rights of Texas and the United States shall
remain unprejodiced

Mr. Hale moved the indefinite postponement of
the bill

Mr. Badger called for the yeas and nays, which
wera ordered, and the question being taken, the

motion was rejected

Yras—Mesars, Huldwin, Barnwell, Benton,
Butler, Chase, Clarke, Clemens, Davis of Massa-
chusette, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Dodge of
Wisconsin, FEwing, Greene, Hale, Humlin, Hunt-
er, Mason, Miller, Phelps, Seward, Smith, Soulé,

Turney, Upbam, Wulker, Winthrop, and Yu-
lee—27
Nays—Messes, Atchison, DBadger, Bell, Ber-

rien, Bradbury, Bright, Cnss, Clay, Cooper,

son, Dickinson, Dodge of lowa, Douglns, Downs,
Feleh, Foote, Houston, Jones, King, Mangum,
Morton, Norris, Pearcs, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian,
Shields, Sprusnee, Sturgeon, Underwood, Wales,
and Whitcomb—12

The vote on Mr. Winthrop's motion to re-
oonsider was ns follows

Y eas—Mensra, Atchiron, Badger Baldwin,Barn-

well, Bell, Benton, Berrien, Butler, Clarke, Da-
vis of Massachusetts, Davis of Missiasippi. Daw-
son, Dodge of Wisconsin, Downs, Ewing, Foote,
Groene, Hamlin, Hunter, King, Mangum, Mn-
son, Morton, Pearce, Phelps, Prutt, Seward,
Smith, Sould, Turney, Upbam, Winthrop, and
Yualee—33.

Navs—Messrs. Bradbury, Bright, Cass, Chure,
Clay, Clemens, Cooper, Dayton, Dickinson,
Dodge of lows, Douglas, Feleh, Hale, Touston,
Jones, Miller, Norris, Rusk, Sebaatian, Shields,
Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Wales, Walker,
and Whiteomb—26

So the vote was reconsidered,

Mr. Pratt moved that the Senate adjourn. Losl.

Mr. Clemens moved that the bill be postponed
till the first Monday in December next

After spome remerks by Messrs. Foote and
Clemens, the question was taken; and the motion
was rejected

Mr. Clemens then moved that the Sepate ad-
Jjourn and, upon & division, the motion was re-
Jeoted.

The question again recurring on the motion of
Mr. Atchison, to strike out that part of the
bill relating to Californis, it was agreed to, us
follows

Yras—Messrs, Atchizon, Badger, Baldwin,
Barnwell, Bell, Benton, Berrien, Butler, Clarke,
Clemens, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mis-
sissippi, Dawson, Downs, Ewing, Foote, Greene,
Hunter, King, Mangum, Mason, Morton, Pearoe,
Phelps, Prait, Rlusk, Sebastian, Seward, Smith,
Soulé, Turney, Upbam, Winthrop, and Yu-
lee—34.

Navs—Messrs. Bradbury, Bright, Cags, Chase,
Clay, Cooper, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge of Wis-
consin, Dodge of lowa, Douglas, Feloh, Hale,
Hamlin, Houston, Jones, Miller, Norris, Shields,
Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Wales, Walker,
and Whitcomb—25

The bill now contained nothing but the seven-
teen seotions respecting o Territorial Govern-
ment for Utah.

Mr. Douglas moved then to muke the southern
boundary of Utab the 37th parallel

Mr. Dawson spoke in favor of an adjournment.
Ha did not yet despair of a successful effort to do
something for the country.

Mr. Benton said an idea bad struck him He
thought that Homer had made a mistake in sot-
ting down as history the story of a chaste dame
who every night unravelled what she had woven
in the day. He thought that Homer must bave
bad o vision of the sction of the American Sen-

ste on this compromise bill. The omnibus wus
broken down, and the vebicle was gone, and there
was but o single plank left. He was & kindly
d man, and a8 some of the friends of this
bill might have recelved an that he
wan otherwise, he would manifest his kindness.
He was ready to vote for the last plank of the
omnibus, and thereby do some bomage to the la-
bors of the commitiee

Mr. Dawson replied, snd then moved that the

s, Dooglss, Downs. Feleh, Houston, Munter,
Jones, King, Mason, Morton, Norris, Pratt, Se-
hastian, Shields, Soulé, Spruance, Sturgeon,
Turney, Upderwood, Walgs, and Yulee—i2

Navs—Messrs. Baldwin, Bell, Chase, Clarke,

Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dodge of Wis-
consin, Ewing, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Miller,
Pearce, Sewnrd, Smith, Upham, Walker, und
Winthrop—18

And the hill wus ordered to be engrossed for a
third rending
And then, on motion, the Senate adjourned.
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« DRAWING 1T NILD."

The New YVork Tribmne undertook to convict us
Intely of & want of fidelity and candor, because
we did mnot fully expose the conduot of the
Northern Dooghfaces in voting against the ad-
mission of Tlugh N. Smith, Delegate from New
Mexico, How much he mede out of the charge,
our readers who eaw our last week's paper, can
determine. Bat, let us sce a specimen of the

| stern impartiality of our eaptious aceuser,

Duwson's amendment is thus properly charac-
terized by the editor:

“It seems to me soarcely creditable, at a dis-
tanos from Washington, that such a proposition
should be serfously entertained, much less en-
acted. New Mexico east of the Rio Grande is
six hundred miles long by an sverage of one
hundred broad, contains at least sixty thousand
civilized people, is threatened with invasion and
sutjogation by Texas, is surrounded and ocon-
stantly harassed by savage enemies, and utterl
isolated from all sympathy or nssistunce. W{
are under solemn treaty stipulations with
Mexico to extend to her people the blessings of
civil government as spoedily as possible. Yet
here is o proposition not merely to refuse a Giov-
ernment to the New Mexiean people, but abso-
lutely to deprive them of that which they have,
under the pressure of un imminent danger. estab-
lished for themselves. And yet this monstrous
proposition was crowded throngh the Senate hy
oné majority—yens 20, nays 28"

Well—who conceoted this “ monstrous propo-
sition 77 A caucus of the special friends of the
bill ; and was not Mr, Cooper of Pennsylvaniaone
of them? Beyond all doubt. And who sanctioned
and supported it 1 Hrxky Crav, the idol of the
New York Tribune, What has the editor to say
of this condact of his master? Not a word.
And what of Senators Cooper and Phelps 7 Iear
him

“ Among the yeas were Mr. Cooren of Penn-

same way. Great Britain and the United
1 States closed a dangerous conflict of claims re-

Tenmam e ccmemme=" fuu am tha LGA
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between their possessioms A7 agrmouen’ fi.
volved no moral principle, for none was at stake
in the claim of either party. Governments
are often obliged to resort to compromise, with a
view to the settlement of domestic controversies.
The antagonisms of class or section interests may
sometimes be fit subjects for mutoal concession,
each class or section yielding something for the
sake of a system of legislation that shall in the
main be beneficial to all.

But, there are limits to this policy, which must
be determined sometimes by large views of expe-
diency, sometimes by considerntions of conscience:
A very common vice among statesmen is, to re.
gard all conflicts of claims, all issues between
interests, as questions of expediency—devoid of
any moral element, and therefore admitting of
compromise. It o happens that in the course of
human legislation, questionsfrom time to time are
springing up, for the just settlement of which
the law of Eternal Rectitude must be sppealed to.
If the guestion be one, which as it may be decided
\affirmatively or negatively, involves the pegpe-
tration or avoidance of a moral wrong, we sub-
mit to every man of conscience, that it is one ad-
mitting of po compromise. No man in such 8
case can serve two masters. He must either do
right or do wrong—there is no midway line,
where he ceases to be an accountable being, and
his acts are neither good nor evil. If he owe »
duty, no considerations of expediency ean justify
his fuilure to discharge it, or his sttempt to dis-
charge half of it. Nor has he any right to enter
into a covenant binding himself to do wrong to a
certain extent, if the other party will do right
to a certain extent. '

CLuestions of financisl or commercinl policy
and disputes about boundaries do not necessarily
involve moral right or wrong, and therefore may
be compromised : but, questions respecting Hu-
man Rights, the continuance or extension of Sla-
very, where we have jurisdiction over the suhject,
are primarily moral questions, and nothing is
more oertain than that no mode of settling them
ought to be adopted, which is not in perfect har-
mouny with Moral Principle. However exacting
its demands, whatever difficulties oppose them,
however formiduble the interests with which they
confliot, Reason and Religion enjoin prompt, un-
hesitating, entire couformity to them An op-
posite course is practical atheism, implying a denial
of the existence of a God, or of bis right and
power to prescribe law for the government of his
creaturcs. The controversy which arose in the
Federal Convention in relation to the suppression
of the foreign Slave Trade, was eminentiy a
moral question. Many of the States regarded it
ngn crime against God snd man, and felt that
should it be ullowed to continue under the flag of
the Union they were forming, they would be in-
volved in the guilt of supporting it, South Car-
olina and Georgia had no conscience about it, and
{nsisted that it should be let nlome. Heyond all
doubt, this was no question for compromise. If
the slave trade were criminal, the States believ-
ing so, made themselves criminal, by consenting
to its protection by the Union, for a year, a day,
an hour. But, this moral question together with
one of mere policy was sent to a Committee,
{ with a view to secure arrangement by compro-
| mige : and the result was that Mussachusetts, rep-
resenting the anti-slavery States, at last consented
to sacrifice her conscience for a pecuniary con-
sideration; to allow an immoral traffic under the
protection of the flag of the Union, for twenty
years, on condition that South Carolins and
Georgin would permit a Navigation liw to be

e A e

aylvania who voted under misnpprehension of the
question, and Gen. Swiecos of Hlinoig, who was
gonded into changing his vote from nay to yeu in
opposition to his own deliberate judgment. Judge
Purrrs of Vermont also voted for it—for what
renson [ cannot imagine, 1 ghould a8 soon
thought of o Vermont Senator voting to establish

Slavery among the Green Mountaigs. But the
mischief was done, and | can only Kope that it
won't stay done "

Who “draws it mild"” now? “Mr. Cooper

voted under misapprehension of the guestion.”
We don’t believe it. Mr. Cooper must have
knowa all about this odious amendment—its bear-
ings, its design, ita nlleged necessity. It was a
matter of previous consultation—and if he was
under a misapprehension, he stood alone in the
Senate Chamber. We don't believe it, Mr,
Tribune. “Judge Phelps also voted for it—for
whut renson | cannot imagine” ls it possible?
And then Mr. Clay—Ah, friend, forbear—touch
pot thut swered name !

But, while the Trilune editor is dumb ns to Mr
Clay’s sins, and tries to smooth over those of Sen-
tors Cooper and Phelps, towards Mr, Benton,
who from the time he took his position on the
Territorial and California Questions, & position
known to be favorable to Freedom, has not
moved one hair's breadth, defying opposition at
home, and the denuncintion of the whole South,
he is implacable, Read the following, and then
sy, in view of the loud professions of the editor
of the Teibune of devotion to the cause of Free-
dom, what kind of moral sense that man must
have, who can denounce Twomas H. Buxrox for
his consistent adherence to a position in which
he was sustained by every Senntor of the North
known to be a real enemy of Slavery-Exten-
slon, and glorify Henry Clay, for his desertion of
that poeition, and in the fuce of the faoct too that
he sustained a “ monstrous proposition” for strip-
ping New Mexico of all protection ngainst the
aggressions of Texas, A

“Now he (Mr. Benton) and Mr. Clay have
met again, both Seuators from moderate slave
States, bo h friends of California snd anxions for
her admission ; each opposed to the extension of
slavery, and each originally in favor of admitting
Culiforuis by herself. But Mr Clay became con-
vinoed that she would not surely be earried in as
n part of a general system of organization and
Government for the Territories, and he waived
his own choioe to try that which seemed the more
promising conrse. Col Benton, on the other hand,
professing to concur in and heartily nssent to each
particular measure embodied in the Omnibus—
admitting California, organizsing New Mexico
and Utah without the Proviso, settling the dis-
pted boundary, and buying off the claim of
I'exas—has yot fought the measure with despe-
rate energy from first to last, and pow rejoices in
ita defeat, lecquse i propased to do altogether Sfour
things which separatety he heartily opposed ! 1f this
is not faotion, but statesmanship, let me ben block-
head all my days. But no—it is, it must be spleen
and childish nonsense. Old Bullion is evidently
not long for thislatitude. The people of Missouri

will not spare him so far from bhome & year
longer.”

Mr. Benton thought it a wrong principle to
conglomerate in one bill several distinct, incon-
gruous measurcs, and that ench measure would
be thereby delayed. He thought it a wrong
principle to make the admission of Californis, a
right measure in itself, depend upon the smount

Senate adjoarn

of money that might be voted to Texas. Hoe

1 by a bare majority of Congress. It is
ensy to soy that necessity demanded this com.
promise—that the Union could not have been
formed without it, but, the questlon arises, are
there any considerations of policy, however ur-
gent, thet ean justify an immorality 7 If so, then
Right and Wrong resolve themselves into Expe-
diency and loexpediency—the terms Moral and
Immoral are synonymous with Politic and Impol-
itic—the distinctions between Vice and Virtue
are to be determined by a caleulation of loss and
profit—Conscience is a mockery, and God a non-
entity!

No—the Slave Trade was criminal, and the
Compromise which secured it protection by the
flag of the Union twenty years, was immoral—
and the fruit of that Compromise has been death.
Men do not gather grapes of thorns or figs of
thistles, Agreements wromg in themselves be-
come the prolific source of wrong doing. The
Compromise between Massachusetts and South
Carolinn fustened upon this country the body of
death under which it now groans. Had the
Moral Sentiment of & majority of the States not
been compromitted, had it stamped itself upon the
Constitution, and procured the immediate prohi-
tion of the Slave traffie, the probability is that
the system of slave labor would never have nc-
quired suflicient vitality to subject to its baleful
domination the new Territories subsequently
added to the Union.

The Missouri Compromise, as it is ealled, was
of the same kind. The Moral Sentiment of the
North resisted the admission of Missouri as a
slaveholding State, and demanded the exclusion
of Slavery from territory under the jurisdiotion of
the Federal Government ; but it consented ton
Compromise by which a slave State was ndmilted,
and Slavery allowed in all the territory south of
30930, Northern representatives violated the
convictions of their constituencies, and gave
their sapction to the continuance, under the
exclusive jurisdiction of the General Govern-
ment, of what they knew to be wrong. And
what are the consequences? We see them in
the vast growth of the Slave System, the infinite
arrogance of the Slave Power, its enormous de-
mands, and the perils with which it mensaces the
Union. It was easier to confront the power
of Slavery in 1820 than it is now.

To Mr. Clay nttaches the diseredit of having
carried through that fatal Compromise. His lo-
cality—s Western State, bordering o free State,
and rather liberal in ita sentiments—and the fact
that he was aslaveholder, without the ultraisms of
the slaveholding caste, a believer in the evil
of Slavery, withont regardiog it as involving its
supporters in wrong-doing, qualified him to play
the part of Compromiser on the Slave Question.
He saw no moral considerations which should
prevent concessions on both sides. The South
oertainly could commit no wrong by yielding a
portion of the territory to Freedom—the North
could do mo wrong by yielding a portion to
Slavery—for if it wus not eriminal to hold slaves,
it could not be criminal to multiply and diffuse
them. ‘Thus, while hia abstract opposition to
Slavery as an evil, concllisted Northern feeling,
his repudistion of the idea that Blavery or

| #rqwietic parties to vote in support of & measure

I'mxﬂ any moral Wrong, corrupt-

Fromthat day to this, wheu we find him resppear-
ing as the ohampion of another Compromise, no
less regardless of moral principle, he has main-
tained the same position and sentiments. He
would mow rather that free territory should re-
main exempt from Slavery, but if the attempt to
ereot safeguards around its freedom give birth to
what he calls dangerous excitement, he sees no
harm in desisting from it; and should Slavery in
consequence extend its limits, he might regret it,
but not repent the misconduct that led to such a
result. Is such & man fit leader for those who
believe that Slavery is wrong; that its extension
is wrong, that ullowing or conniving at its exten-
sion is wrong, that it is the high duty of the
Federal Goverument to interpose every constitu-
tional impediment to its extension !

We would not do Mr. Clay injustice, but we
cannot shut our eyes to the fact, that his system
of politics is for the most part a system of expe-
dients—ihat be is in the habit of overlooking the
moral elements of great political questions—that
in his philosophy, the end, which we admit is gen-
erally a laudable one, justifies the means, and that
when once embarked to carry through an import-
ant measure, he is spt to resort to devices which
& bigh moral wense cannot but disspprove. And how !
| anpld @ ha "“"TM‘?‘ Snrely 5\:6,1!-_.» '.ho at- |
'l-rlu‘n.w e it TG et T -0 »

conflicting with the principles of each, to settle
questions of right and wrong by considerations
of a temporary expediency, must, at times, pur-
sue & very devious and doubtful line of policy.

Lot us review the course of Mr. Clay on the
Slavery Quastion, since the introduction of his
resolutions on the subject nearly sevem months
ago. It has been marked from that time by ex-
traordinary changes, by constant variations of his
position to suit circumstances, by & nice manipu-
lation of the opposing parties, to determine their
accessible points; by gradusting, modifying, or
altering his measures, with a view to secure &
majority, with very little regard to abstract truth
or right.

His resolutions affirmed the expediency of es-
tablishing Territorial Governments, without the
Wilmot Proviso. This was a concession to the
South ; bat as the North could not be expected,
he eaid, to give up its cherished policy, without
some equivalent, they further affirmed that Slavery
did mot exist in the Territories, either in law or
fact. This whs his preliminary movement ffr
testing the disposition of the two opposing parties
The South protested loudly against the equiva-
Jent; the  Fortn was Witk "Hhul wet? At
first he stood with Mr. Benton in urging the ad-
mission of Californin by itself, but seeing that
unless this measure were associated with several
others, the chances of compromise were barren,
he deserted Mr. Benton, changed his position, be-
came the leading opponent of the palicy of admit-
ting California by itself, and took an active part
in raising the Compromise Committee, to which
his resolutions were referred. This was his first
change—a complete change of position.

‘What followed 7 The Committee labored—he
drew up the report—he reported the bill or bills.
Did they conform to his resolutions? Oaly in
port. He bad tested the temper of the two par-
ties, and now ventured, in his report and omni-
bus bill, as it is called, to omit the equivalent
yielded to the North by his resolutions in con-
gideration of the abandonment of the Wilmot
Proviso. The bill proposed to form Territorial
Governments, without the Proviso, but not a word
was incorporated in affirmation of the truth in
law and truth in fact—that Slavery does not ex-
ist in the Territories!

This was change second—a change to please

the South, and which, he inferred from the pre-
vious silence of the North, would not be very
fiercely resisted in that quarter.
Southern men denounced the blll, and demand-
ed alterations to secure more effectually the in-
terests of Slavery. Northern men said little
The chief dpposition same from the former. Mr
Clay, having #o conscientious scruples on the
subject, no fixed moral principles, but regarding
the controversy as one to be settled by a ealculs-
tion of how most certainly & majority could be
procured for the bill, locked leniently on the de-
mands of the South.

The 10th section, a8 originally reported, pro-
hibited the Legislatures from passing any Inw
“ peapeoting African Slavery” This was offen-
give to certain Southern men, because in their
opinion it prohibited the Legislature from enact-
ing laws to protect the rights of propery in slaves.
They proposed to pubstitute for the words “re-
specting African Slavery,” the words * probibit-
ing or establishing Slavery”—so a8 to leave the
Legislative power ut liberty to pass police regu-
lations respeeting Slavery, should it find its way
into the Territories.

Had Mr. Clay been a man of principle on this
subject, instead of a man of expedients, he would
have resisted the change, especially when the fla-
gitious ohject of it was so boldly avowed. But
it was n Y to iliate t, and he con-
sented to the alteration.

This wns change third.

The debate went on—the struggle grew more
complicated —the prospects more confused. The
provision relative to the seitlement of the Texas
boundary ocossioned the greatest perplexity.
The amount of money to be paid her for the relin-
quishment of her claims, was the rock on which
the Compromise might split. The Texan Sena-
tors, it was understood, would take nothing less
than ten millions: one or two friends of the Com-
promise could not tolerate this. Between them
the bill was in imminent danger. Fill the blank
with ten millions, and the one million men would
bolt—fill it with one million or five, and Texas
would bolt. A caucus was held; it was agreed
that the entire provision concerning the settlement
of the Texan boundary should be changed—and
Mr. Bradbury, acting, we presume, as its expo-
nent, brought forward in the Senste an amend-
ment proposing Commissioners to determine the
true boundary line between Texas and New Mex-
ico, or agree upon some compromise line to be
then submitted to Congress and the Texas Legis-
lature,

Here was change fourth—and a very essential
one. It was, in fact, & complete oblitoration of
one of the main features of the bill—not dictated
by any prineiple, but simply by a caloulation of
chances, and an anxiety to secure the passage of
some sort of & measure which could be styled a
0ompromise.

Texns, however, boggled at this. Her Sena-
tors insisted upon certain amendments, designed
to give her the yantage ground in the controversy,
pending the prooceedings of the Board of Commis-
sioners ; but they were voted down. The result
waa, disaffection on their part; and it became ne-
cessary to regain their support by some new con-
cession, as inoffensive In terms to Northern men
na compromising ingenuity could make it. At
last & device was kit upon,and Mr. Dawson of
Georgia assumed its paternity. He moved to
amend Mr, Bradbury's amendment, by a proviso
restrioting the operation of the Government pro-
vided for New Mexico, to the territory west of
the Rio Grande, until such time as the houndary
line agreed upon by the Commissioners should be
ratified by Congress and the Legislature of
Texas, This was s covert attempt to give to
Texas the implication of a title to the territory
east of the Rio Grande, and in effect abandoned
nearly all of New Mexioo that is valusble, that
has a civilired population, to the tender mercies of
Texas—for no provision was inserled to continue
things as they are, or to prevent Texas from pro-
ceeding to extend lts jurisdiction over said ter-
ritory. It was an strocious proposition, but Mr.
Clay warmly urged jits sdoption. Yes—he, who
for months had to Northern men to
come forward snd his bill, as thie only
measure that could save New Mexzico from being
swallowed up by Texas, or prevent a dungerous
conflict between a sovereign State and the United
States, now beosme the advooste of a proposition

ry

| tion, and restore peace, by a Compromise framed

Mexico out of the bill, exposed it to the aggres-
sions of Texas, at the same time securing to the
latter the benefit of an implied title!

This was ohange fith; and did Mr. Clay en-
tertaln the moral view of Slavery prevalent in
the North, we should define it as a profligate
change.

From this general view of the conduct of Mr.
Clay, from the time he introduced his reolutions,
we are compelled to infer that the subject of Sla-
very is not with him a matter of conselence —
that in all questions connected with it he acts
from considerations of mere expediency, not from
any high moral principle—that the leading idea
with him, in his attempt to settle the oontrover-
sies growing out of it, was, not to establish right
principles, not to do justice, not to secure the in-
terests of Freedom, but simply to suppress agita-

without the slightest regard to the conscientious
oonvictions of either of the antagonist parties,
and to be consummated by any and every sort of
appeal to their best or worst feelings, just ns
the exigency might demand.

We do not question Mr. Clay’s patriotism. He
loves his whole country ; he is controlled by no
narrow prejudices; he is devoted to the Uniom,
and seeks its perpetustion. His intellectual
power is great, his tact is extraordinary, his elo-
quence remarkably impri ¢; and he is en-
dr=- * uly ﬂ'u-;:.-mh &J.kuv“' fow movw |
troling and leading U‘l‘t Wi, UTUE mie LT
lect not inferior to his own. But the principle of
Compromise has vitiated his character as s states-
man, sud given a direction to his political course,
by no means conducive Lo the highest interests of
his country. In every conflict between important
principles we find him appearing, not with a view
to determine which is the true principle, and
then to enforce it in mction, but as & Compro-
miger, insisting upon the sacrifice of both the
opposing principles, without regard to their truth
or falsehood, and upon the adoption of some expe-
dient for securing 8 temporary peace between their
respective advocates. The result has always been,
not a settlement of any important question, but
an evasion, & postponement—a mere hollow truce
between hostile parties, while their antagonisms
have gone on increasing, and the difficulties in
the way of a permanent settlement have continu-
ally sccumulated. [t seams to us that it was the
high duty of American statesmen to meet boldly
every great question as it arcse, to measure it in
all its length sud breadth, to ascertain the true
principle on which-it ought fosbe seltled, and
then to enforee that prineiple to ita full extent.
The conflict between opposing parties, instead of
peing rvaded postponed, or allayed by temporary
expedients, ought to have been decided one way
or the other—in fuvor of one principle or an-
other. Compromise, by balancing betweeu oppo-
sing claims, by keeping up a sort of equilibrium
between warring prinoiples and interests, neces-
sarily fostered agitation, irritation, mutual jealou-
pies, insidious attempts at overreaching, thus in-
tensifying the causes of hostility, which from time
to time would necessarily provoke open and dan-
geroua collision, Had Mr. Clay, as a statesman,
belonged to the school of Principle, instead of
Expediency, had he prooceded on the theory that
political questions should be disposed of accord-
ing to fixed principles, not temporary devices,
had he recognised in all his course as a legislator,
the paramount claims of abatract Truth and
Right, and conformed his conduct rigidly to them,
he would have been the model statesman of the
age, and his memory would have been consecrated
by the goodness as well as greatness of his sots.

THE LATE COMPROMISE BILL.

Mr. Clay charges upon Mr. Pearce the respon-
sibility of defeating the Compromise hill. The
cause of ita defeat was the exacting spirit of sla-
very. Bad as the bill was, abandoning as it did
the Wilnot Proviso, it did not satisfy the Texas
Senators, and certain members from the South:
The former demanded an amendment which
shoyld withdraw protection from New Mexico,
lay it open to nggression, and give Texas an im-
plied title. The latter required the mutilation of
California—its division by the line of 36° 30' or
359 30'. The demand of the former was met by
Dawson’s nmendment, in utter disregard of the
opinion of Mr. Pearce, who, as a friend of the
bill, on being asked his views, protested most
earnestly against it. Determined not to yield
such & point to the demands of Texas, he
made his motion to strike out the amendment,
which was carried ; and then the Texas Senators
voted aguinst the bill! Now, how happens it
that Mr. Pearce is to be denounced by Mr Clay
and the Washington Union, for defeating the bill,
and the Texas Senators are to be exonerated from
censure 7 But this abominable amendment, had
it been suffered to stand, would not, it seems
have secured the passage of the bill, without an-
other sacrifice to slaveholding intolerance. The
line of 349 30" was to be run through Californis,
and the southern portion taken off for & new Ter-
ritory, in which, says the Washington Uwion of
Sunday morning, “ the civizens of the South might
have the epportunity of testing, at least, the cffects of
the elimate and soil wpon the sluves”  The adoption
of this amendment was also regarded us necessary
to the passage of the bill.

But, let us hear from Mr. Foote, the most zeal-
ous, the most indefatigable, the most efficient ad-
vocate of the Compromise bill, an explicit state-
ment of the caloulations of the friends of the bill,
of the several amendments to be adopted to secare
sufficient support in the South, and of the smount
of concession the Northern supporters of the
bill were prepared to yield. In his speech
Iast Thursday, accompanying the introduction of
his amendment to divide California, and erect its
southern portion into a Territory, where South-
ern men might test, according to the Union, the
value of slave labor, he said—

“It so happened, Mr. President, that I pre.
pared that amendment after a very extensive con-
sultation with the friends of this till, from the
North and from the South, My own mind had
become previously satisfied, almoat entirely ln
that it would be im ble to what we cal
the Adjustment bill, and what certain facetions
gentlemen have thought proper to denominate the
Ompibus bill, without some additional votes from
the South; which votes [ took it upon myself to
endeavor to soeure to the bill, by such an expla-

nation aa | was authorized hy the existing fricnds
of the bill to make to certain Southern friends of

“There were members of this body, sir, inclu-
ding youreelf, [Mr. King,| who most warmly fi-
vored the general objects of the bill, and desired
most ardently that the general measures of ad-
justme=t should be ndopted, but who entertained,
and had exprossed, in the most decided language,
ohjections to the passage of the bill, unless oer-
tain modifioations could be obtained thereto,
Among these modifications was this one, and this
was the most material. Another was the run-
ning of the boundary line between Texas and
New Mexico, at the line of the 34th parallel of
Intitude, the objection to which wne afterwards
avoided by the proposition to appeint commis-
sioners, whose duty it should be to upon
that boundary line. Another nt was
one which | the honor of laying upon the
table a few days ago, and which is now printed
which proposed to preserve the Texas compact of
sonexation intact. Sir, after ing rovh the
friends of the bill, from the North and the South, and
from the East and the West—the avewed and ascer-
tained friends of the hill—1I made @ my duty to call
i other Senators, includiog my
from Alabama [Mr. Clemens| and the Sen-
ntor from Arkansas [Mr. Sebastian| to ascertain
whether, if this amendment could be
upon the bill, they would give it their support.

wem mwhick belongs to

had communicated with I made the state of
things known to the whole onb way or
another. Then, sir, it was to be »

icable to pass this bill in the form
whioh it would have after this amend-
ment was if Southern gentlemen who
had previously themselves hostile to the

* S
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So then, we are iaformed that the Northern
supparters of the Compromise bill, smong whom
were Messrs. Bright, Cass, Cooper, Dickinson,
pared to sustain Dawson's smendment, virtually
oning New Mexico to Texss, and to vote
division of Californis, and the erection of
ite southern portion into a Territory, in which,
as the Union says, “the citizens of the South
might have the opportunity of testing, st least,
the effects of the climate and soil upon slaves.”
We hope the friends of Freedom will nover
let this fact esoape remembrance.

THE NEW YORK TRIBUNE AND THE WASH-
INGTON UNTON.

The New York Tribune, the great Whig cham-
pion of Freedom, and the Washington Union, the
great Demoeratic champion of Slavery, were
both employed us hanpds on the Clay Owmnibus
which was lately upset and broken to pieces. [t
is curious to note the mode in which esch an-
nounces the overthrow, The Union, as usual
sees but the reflection of its own lugubrious
countenance in all the world sbout it. It is full
of dismay and gloom, and therefore everybody
else must be. “ We have pever” it says, “ wit-
wine ] u 28re profound sensation prodoced than

.-'" n-r--'!hl"., - dasn - . - A .
it refer to the outburst of laughter with which
the snnouncement wag received in the House of
Representatives

The New York Triluns, not quite so melancholy,
is considerably more venomous. It says

“ Well,
the laboring oar is with yon hen 1 We
Com have tried and failed ; it is your
turn now, and we heartily wish you a pleasant
jobof it. Here are California to be admitted,
New Mexico to be zed, (if you say admit-
ted, too, 8o much the better,) and at all events to
be defended sgainst jion from and subju-
gation to Texas. We have made our rush, and

abill nearly through which provides a ecivil
overnment for Utah ; now do you take hold and
provide for the rest! If those whom we have
su through the late struggle should now
ve factiously, ask us to help you seore them!
for henceforth you lead, and we follow. If Con-
grees should adjourn without admitting Califor-
nis, we shall blame you ; for you have sssured us
that the Omnibus wasthe only impediment to her
admission. So!lﬂlhu:.{ur black and white
team, and ‘lh Omnibus -3" the track) haual
California into the Union, veseourity, peace,
order, and freedarg, 40 New Mexico !”

8o Mr. Greeley—1lor the writer signs his own
initials to this irritable paragraph—admits that
he was one of the managers of a Compromise
which abandoned Yhe wilmot Prd%#, sua, af
we now know, could never have been got through,
without Dawson's amendment, giving up New
Mexico east of the Rio Grande, and without an-
other amendment cutting Californis in twain, and
organizing the southern portion into a Territory
for the acoommodation of slaveholders. Whit a
trustworthy, sagacious friend of Freedom is the
Tribune—yoke-fellow in the same Omnibus with
the Washington Union !

THE MWEMBERS U;T!E COMPROMISE COX-
MITTEE.

It is due to the members of the Compromise
Committee of the Senate to say, that siuce the de-
feat of the measure which they had prepared
with so much labor and defended with so much
ability, they show & liberal disposition to cobpe-
rate in other measures for the settlement of the
Californis and Territorial Questions. That they
are disappointed, grieved, mortified, we have no
doubt; but we are glad to see them rising above
all petty resentment, all selfish feeling, willing
to consider respectfully what might be suggested
by others.

Mr. Clay, the day after the defeat of his long-
debated bill, avowed himself in favor of the ad-
mission of California, ss a separate measure,
since the Senate had decided sgainst combining
it with others; nod in favor too of California
unrestricted, with the boundaries she had desig-
nated. And he took ooossion to administer a
soathing rebuke to the Disunionists and Nulli-
fiers of the South, denouncing them ns traitors,
sod pledging himself to stand by the Govern-
ment of the Union in whatever efforts might be
necessary to execute the laws of the United
States. Much as he loved Kentucky, his own
State, should her arm be raised against the Union,
he would withstand her.

Mzr. Foote was no less zealous in his denuncia-
tions of Disunion. We have seldom listened to
s strain of invective and satire more powerful
snd effective than he delivered last Thursday
against the nullifiers of South Carclina. He de-
eclarel that he saw no cause for Disunion or Se-
cession, and held up such men as R. Barnwell
Rhett and his associates to universal execration.

Mr. Atchison of Missouri, in some remarks
last Friday, while censuring Northern men for
their opposition to the Omnibus bill, took care to
pour contempt uvpon the declaimers about Dis-
union. The dissolution of the Union was not a
suhject, he said, to be mentioned in the Senate of
the United States; it should be left to stump ora-
tors and demagogues, who were in the habit of
exploding any amount of gas.

Mr. Badger of North Carolina was no less
severe upon the Rhetts and Tuckers. He denied
the right of any Senator to speak for his State or
for the South, and pledge it for Disunion. He
gave it ns his opinion, that there was no probable
or possible contingency in which the State of
North Carolina would give the slightest counte-
nance, directly or indirectly, to any movement
looking to the destruction of the Union. The
Constitution of that State recoguised tho Federnl
Constitation as paramount, and in swearing fidel-
ity to the former, the express qualification was
made—so far a8 it does not conflict with the Con-
stitution of the United States. For himaelf, he
was & “citizen of the Union.”

Now, slthough we have never apprehended
anything very serious from the ridiculous meve-
ments of the Rbett tribe of politicians, wo re-
Jjolce to see Southern Senators manfully rebuking
the splrit of Disunion, and invoking the People
of the South to maintain unimpaired their fidelity
to the Union. If the traitorous demagogues
were permitted to believe that they had the sym.
pathies of their respectable fellow-citizens, they
might bhe emboldened to commit some overt nct
which would bring on & lemporary conflict with
the Federal Government. Asa friend of State
rights, anxious that the Government of the Union
should depend rather upon Public Opinion than
Brute Force, we should deeply deplore such a
collision.

AN INSULT, THOUGH NOT INTENDED,

Mr. Badger, last Friday, in the Senate, made
certain declarations, extremely offensive to his
Northern Whig brethren. They were in fact
insulting, though he did not mean them to be so.

He took the ground that the true policy of the
South was to remain in the Union; for in that
connection it had sufficient power to protect itself
aguinst all aggression. Though in a minority, it
had in ite hands & most effective means to bring
the North to terms. Northern men needed pro-
tection for their manufactures. He was one who
believed that Congress had power to impose pro-
hibitory or protective duties to any smount, and
he was in favor of the policy of protection. But,
if Northern men would insist upon forcing their
sentimentalities, their notions about Slavery, on
the South, he now would give them fair warning ;
their factories might deony ; their operatives might
be turned outof employment ; their streets might
be filled with able-bodied beggars, unshle to ob-
tain work ; they must ask no favors from him:
Never ahould his vote, or that of his colleague,
and ho believed he might say the same of his |
friends from Georgia, be given in support of any
measure to protect or foster Northern
‘Wo caunot see the wisdom of such & Wes
a8 this—eapecially ss more tham

which threw mearly the whole of civilized New
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Northern Senators sek -‘M“
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gentlemen hostile to the Compromise! |

But by his Whig associates from the North
it must have been regarded as insulting: for i/
assumed that their opposition to Slavery and jiy
extension was either hypocritical, or, if the of.
spring of an enlightened morsl sense, it might }e

-{ overcome by an appesl to their avarioe

Mr. Badger is a moderate man, snd Eenerally
courteous and good-tempered ; but in this instagee,
he strangely forgot himself, and what was due o
&wmm <

e know not how far the capitalists of the
North may be prepared togo for the sake of seey.
rllgl'l‘lﬂflhdidldwbh&drmﬂh but we
lhm,thl'hh'lhtm -qjaﬁ.tyoflhm.
| of the North, opposition to the extension of 8la.
“lry springs from a woral principle, 4 religious

sentiment, that can neither be bribed no
= =

CONGRESS 0¥ TUESDAY.

The bill for the sdmission of California Was
[ under considerstion. Mr. Turney moved an
| amendment, restricting the southern boundary of
California to 369 30, and providing for her ad.
misgsion into the Union when she should have -
copted this amendment. The question was 4.
cided in the megative by a large msjority, no
Northern Senator voting for the proposition, ynq
| several Southern Senators against it.
| Mr Vulee of Plorida moved aa a substitute ’
. rt A ..‘..‘, PR Y - ._...v_-ré'-;:_.s,...'h.._
| the Senate st leogth, which refused to adjourn
the majority showing a disposition to pass the hi]i
| for the admission of California, before sdjours.
| ment,

The House was occupied in Committee of the
Whole on the state of the Union, with the con.
sideration of the Post Office Appropriatien bill,
but adjourned without disposing of it.

The President semt in & messuge to both
Houses, respecting Texas and New Mexico. He
takes the ground that New Mexioo is United
| States territory—that by the treaty of Guady.
lupe Hidalgo the inhabitants are entitled to pro-
tection—that should any sttempt be made to eject
the United States from the Territory till the
question of boundary be determined by the com-
| petent suthority, the Federal Government will
feel itsell bound to employ ull its military power
to resist the attempt, and to enforce the treaty
and lawe of the United States, But he expresses
@ strong desire that Congress may speedily settle
the question of boundary, giving countensnce to
the mode of settiement proposed %y the Senate
by the bill of Mr. Pearce.

The message was received in good temper by
the Seaate, bat one or two members from the
Boutn in the House, natives, we believe, of the
North, denounced it furiously.

‘We ehall publish it in our next,

1

LITERARY NOTICES,

Tus Gavueny or [LLvsTRiovs AMsnicans, From Da-
guerreotypes by Brady. C. Edwards Lester, Editor
New York: Brady, D'Avignon, & Lester.

We have received but two numbers of this ad-
mirsble publication — the first nnd sixth. W
ows the publishers sa apology for thus far neg-
lecting to notice their valusble work.

The first contains a fine likeness of our late
brave and noble President, General Taylor. This
bas now for us & new and mournful interest. The
pioture is marked by that republican simplicity,
and the face expressive of that quiet strength,
cool intrepidity, and sterling honesty, which were
the distinguishing characteristios of the soldier
and the civilin. The biography accompanying
this portrait is quite brief, but written with much
olearness and spirit.

No 6 contaius the portrait and a sketch of the
life of one of the most remarkable men of this or
any other sge, for genius and heroism — Y
Charles Fremont. Here are a head and face for
a phrenologist and a physiognomist to study. The
life, deeds, and achievementa of Colonel Fremont
have been but the natural product, the inevita-
ble result, of such an organization and such devel-
opmenta. The height and broad expanse of the
forehead, the arch of the brow, the large orbit of
the full clear eye, the firmness of the lips, the
strength of the chin, the luxuriance of thﬁui.r
snd beard, the fulness of the ohest, the energy
and elasticity shown in the slight but well-knit
figure—all are indications and proofs of his great
natural capacities and powers, as they were once
prophecies of his most eventful and brilliant ca-
reer. Nuature seems to have held back nothing
which was needed to fit this heroic man for a des-
tiny so peculiar and so important. In what char-
acter may we find so much imagination and exec-
utive energy working harmoniously together—
where find another mind so poetical, yet 8o emi-
nently practical—a history so romantie, yet so
useful—a spirit so daring and adventarous, yet
80 thoughtful and far-seeing, so boundless in re-
sources, so patient in research! Taken all in all,
the hero, the soldier, the man of science, and the
“Pathfinder of Empire,” seems & noble embodi-
ment of the richest and strongest life of our time
and our country. Heaven send us “a few more
of the same port!”

The biography of Colonel Fremont is written
a8 all blographies should be written, in a tons of
warm regard and enthusiastic admiration.

For sale by Taylor & Maury, Pennsylvania

avenue, Washington, D. C. .
Granaw's Macazine. August, 1850,

This is & very interesting number of a popular
periodical. ‘The contributionsseem to be allgood,
but we bave marked a Californian Ballad, by
Bsysrd Taylor, s sketech by Careline Chesebro,
and the oritical notioes by Mr. Whipple, ns espe-
cially commendable. This magszine has been
steadily improving under the lately returned care
of ita present enterprising proprietor. We must
not forget to speak of the beautiful premium
plate which Mr. Grabam is sending to all single
subsoribers who pay in ndvance. Thisis * Curist
uLEsaivG LarTig Cuinores”—a truly admirable
picture, .

Sanrars's Usion Maosazive. Aongast, 1850,

This is & good number of s periodical of &
more solid and serious character than most of its
clase. It has a choice list of English and Ameri-
can contributors. lo the number before us we
particularly like the article on “ Dress,” hy Mrs.
Kirkland; « 7 by Mary Howitt; sod
“ Requiem,” by Anne C. Lyneh. L
Tur Crnisriax Fxamiwan. Hoston : Croshy & Nickols-

This is the Unitarian Quarterly—s most ad-
mirable und high-toned pablieation. Togive our
readers an idea of its merits, we need only sub-
join & list of the contributors to the prmest
number :

Rev. Nathaniel L. Frothingham, Mr. Georg®
B. Emerson, Rev. Ephraim Peabody, D. D, Mr
Edward Wigglesworth, Mr. C. C. Bmith, Rev.
Charles T. Brooks, Rev. Artemas B. Munsey,
Professor Louis Agnasix .

—_———

Tas Amanican Avnswsvs. A monthly magssine of
Selencs, Morals, and Litersturs. Boston : A. R, Brown.




